8 / 2./71 


'ear Baal, 


.elet 7/3°, I -wrote you and Hylvia after reading a.ain her N of 0 piece on the Texas 
correspondence asking for copies. She didn't have. I do not recall that you replied. Because 
never get answered for noMhs, when hR wa. here I asked him to get me kat he could", The 

l°a " e 7° 1 ? n 6 rr nst 1 ssnt - 1 tehu checked file when I , as there, found in i 

£ 7 1 £ r: I e tr hlra aD:iUT » (ada 1 send him » and 1 ordered 7/2h, with no response since, 
it a ' d . 1 * a t? 3 * Drder S ets here > tfaosa are the only pages I have. I recall you did tell me 
£ ^ ry but 1 3130 ^ to establish vfcat should be in the Archives. 

It t t t e ‘T C ° X * C0Tplete? And > ••it-^out having had time to organize that printout 

T hav* ?+“£? t0 " Uy these T rf iJage3 than waste all the tine it would, take to find even if 

' * presses more heavily on me than I think you cm realize. I hate to waste any 


an 


-ucn. i.> waited tor me by things and those over which and whom l have no control. 


„ ' ? 0D: H ,0o » t 3r ? erec - :dL/ xhs five Panes in C-A 2 Texas, ixxxx 19-11:26-0. Is there 

anything else ox value or pots tial value in that CD? Zbu s :eak of the file we have. x 0 u 
not; have a list oil what I have or have ordered, hat else do "we" have? 

_ JL®“ o£ . the Interpretation of the AG's memo but do not regard it as either binding 

trustworthy and as serving selfish pr secutive interests, which arc ore tty much the sa e ’ 

° r blue bl03 ?* By ke in parti; i.e. MdShk 


Dthsr req lirements of availability 


-h p; 


ore- 


trial discovery proceedings, it is not alone Je cks, the ony authority ciW. I tb-ink ' a 

are m error in deciding that the Question as it re -+•« t , " „ “ \ .. Z V 

£ £ the case with physics than with the law, LKO would or owuld not have had access, 
iyy ; e WOuda r^uireraent of the law is met. I think that there is no doubt that he 
would, tne nature ox the case perhaps imposing p-. lit cal tests atop the legal. 

. 1 teve se,t you everything I have of the oast and which ± gust mt that I didn’t have re 

teSn-dih m, esp. the lab work, which should have been done to 

begin ,ath the frame being that obvious. It should have begun -ith the i.tter sent to Irving 

taSo C L 8 ? 7: £ n “ 2 T ® en l ask f ?V nything aS3ia ^ but '" ith tha S - Recial delayed-r£Sgi: 

tatio.memor hole they rx ve lor me, i know that unless something happens, it will take ronth 
I'li let you kmc if I do. meanwhile, should yo order " ' 
tvo fc 


thins- . xi oil 1;: nl pp p rr«+ fhrma 



idc prints of some 


those frames. 


k.cov v*LO edited out vihat xs missing, hut he did pro' 


t A 


anH „q \+ ,un V° u meant not cot tie up your undertable frustr tion". I have it bottled 
and unless it e.-plodo-s, so it will regain. But we just can't survive this and if I should 
exp^oae, it wilx oe memorable I If your reaction was mainly surprised you have made too 


complete an adjustment to the perm ating amorality and immorality o: some or -curs", cook 
Knew o er iron nis review or i-nA.-L.-0P alone. And he has done other compemooraneous writing 
01 Simi_ar stench given me by a TV reporter. In that he even used my chanter title-- as sub-*" 
neais. ue also had an ego-eating past on this subject.. .The niece y Si was for Texas Observe: 
and depended on simultaneous appearance of some of Delia's vomit. It is on Jarman and lies, 
x sffw a axt anc. suggested some changes, dhe is away through this' month* Had a card today. 

pour 7/31 to wckhoff is excellent if it if for purposes of making a record onlv once 
7? V s don > •• e 3ll0uld te careful to avpid duplication. Ion -now where I've been proceeding. 

. ^Sardless ox what they^ have said, on sore pp. violation privacy will ao i» . , it " 

xs ,oo ,ad you adaed the gruimty oi answering for them, unless you had some special purpose 
in mind. I x-.-ould have be-, n better for them to have claimed this and then for you to have 



asked for a copy fro. another file, . 5* Reread that business of agency of paramount 
interest, arch has obligation to refer and agency to viiich referred ha 3 obligation to regard 
as ii it had been addressed to theta to begin with. 6 is an it e . for wh'ch you might want 
to proceed under rOI and otner law you will find in the memo Jin is to send you, I think 


5 U.," .1.555. 7 is not an exemption that can be claimed under 5 U .3.0.552 and the ruide lines 


if 

•Inr-r 


cm 


im is to send you, 

552 and the 
ile was collected for 


cannot override the law. Tee only out 1 can conceive 

law-enf orceraent -urposes. I' that is the case, which I doubt, then it ca be argued the inv. 
file exemption oinds. I najie a request for aprts of y in mid — 1966 and was rejected. I didn't 
then feel it o uld be wise to carry it forward. I thick this situation has been chant-red by 
time. I think in carrying this further, you should seek to learn if it is in her . Winchester 
tapes. Ther*e is but ore aspect that interests me, he testimony on the wounds and wounding, 
etc . . iou mi, fit newt time consider adding bobby's interpretation of Warren to -'ozencraf t . 
i thim: that adds to th- doctrine. Also, Arch rers require that exemptions be wared exce it 
in the presence Ox compelling reasons. Th light T'ci re furred ir o;i to this in their own reus* 
Avery once in a while I remember 1 have a spearatfc file of Arch 'orres, others'. I “ 
have in this case remembered and filed there should we discuss 


Arch orres, 
further. 


Nothing else real ,y new, and.noen of let ers o ' which you have copier, answered. 
Until you or I hear from JNS, I’m not car bo ring him. 



